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¥ry Warren Irons

Chief, Retiremont Divigion

United States Civil Service Coumission
Washington 25, D. C,

Doar ¥y, Irounss

I would like to thark you for the assistance you have
given w.ﬂ'&; Personnel Director, in your
recont digcusgions with on certain retirement problems

peculiar %o this Agenoy.

As indicated to you byH trere is consideredbls
thought being given by this ) an accolerated retirement
progrem for cortain clasges of our porsonnel for which there soems
to be sufficiont justification in view of the provision made for
other agencies, In particular we have reference to the suthority
sot forth in 5 U.d.i. 691, subsection {d) as smended, which permits
rotirenent under cortaln olrcumstanpes after 20 years of service
upon the detormination of the Ciwvil Service Coumission. In that
subsection it 12 steted thet this provision runs to eny officer

or smployee "the duties of vhose position ere primarily the
invostigation, eppreheision, or detention of porsons suspected or
convicted of offenses ageinst the eriminel lswe of the United
Stetes ~ ~ - ,* This quelificstion sppears to be e condition
precedent to entitlenont 4o the shortened retirement bLonelits.

Acoording to the information you KM it is your STATINTL
wnderstanding that s far as the Civil § T ssiom is

osonverned, tho employses of the Cemiral Intelligence Agensy are

inoluded in tiwe provisions of Section ¢91(d). Since we are not

sware of any ruling on this prodlem, we ghosld, in the interest

of our employees, like to know whethor a definite ruling cen be
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ebtained at this time, If 80, we would appreciate your edvice

on the steps to be teren and, if pot, or if sush ruling is

sdverse to the best interests of owr esployeos, we would apreciate
your comasents on the desirability of emending Ssotion 691 (4)

or roccamending other legislative action.

In this corpection, we wigh to point cut pertinent language
of the Nstional Security Act of 194/, by which the Central Intell-
igonve Agensy was ocstadlisheds In Section 102 (d) (3) of that Aot,
there is « proviso “thet the Agemoy shall have no police, m.zb?em,
lewecnforeenent powers or internal security functionss = = =.* In
view of this blasket prohibition, it is difricult to ses how any
CI4 exployse could bo mssigned to duties in any wey conneoted with
iavestization, spprchension, or detention of porsons suspected
or convicted of offenses agai st the crimioel laws of the United
States, At best, infor-ation concerning such offenses uight be
sbtsined by CIA porsounel engeged in the fleld of foreigm intell
igence ae inclidentel to thelr maln work; tut in such casos, it is
our laterpretetion of the law that sush infor:stion must be turned
e::r to other appropriste agemoies Tor sotion within the United
Btatos,

1t is our thought that the langusge of the National Semuwrity
Ast of 1947 might at sase futyre dete o raised to ber an ouployvee
from ovteiniag the benefite of Seotion 691 {d) even though his
sorvices had been of the hasardous nature towards which that prove
ision vz drected. o

Your expert opiniom rnnd the pasition of the Civil Serwios
Conmission ou the application of these lawe will be mush apprer-

intedy
Sincerely
STATINTL
Acting Executive
Copies to:
eneral Counsel
Pers: Dir.

Exec. Chrono.
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